INTRODUCTION
The Family Erinaceidae is divided into two subfamilies: the widespread Erinaceinae (hedgehogs) occuring in Africa, Europe and Asia, and the Galericinae (moonrats and gymnures), which is confined to southeast Asia, Indonesia and the Philippines. There has been considerable disagreement over the correct name to apply to the subfamily of moonrats and gymnures, summarised by Frost et al. (1991) , who favoured the use of Hylomyinae. McKenna & Bell (1997) pointed out however, that the use of Galericini as a tribal name by Butler (1948) had been accepted by many subsequent writers, particularly palaeontologists, and was therefore the appropriate name to use. In this paper we follow McKenna & Bell ( 1997) in using the name Galericinae. Most authors up to and including Corbet (1988) , considered that the Galericinae includes five genera:
Echinosorex Blainville, 1838, Hylomys Miiller, 1840 , Neotetracus Trouessart, 1909 Podogymnura Mearns, 1905, all but the latter being monotypic. In their revision of the family Erinaceidae, Frost et <://.( 1991) (Robinson, 1999 were analysed using the criteria employed by Frost et al. (1991) . Table 1 .
MATERIAL AND METHODS
All measurements are in millimetres and were taken using digital calipers. Cranial and dental nomenclature follows Butler (1948) , Novacek (1986) , Frost et al. (1991) and Gould (1995) . Dental notations are indicated in the text in the following manner, with premaxillary and maxillary teeth denoted by uppercase letters and mandibular teeth by lowercase: incisor (I/i), canine (C/c), premolar series employed by Frost et al. (1991: 3-15) and added to the character matrix shown in Frost et al. (1991: appendix 2) see Table  2 . Branch and bound analyses were performed using Paup 4.0ba (Swofford, 1999) set at maximum parsimony, with a maximum trees setting of 1000 and all characters treated as unordered and of equal weight. Bootstrap analyses (Felsenstein, 1985) were made to pro- Fig. 4a , while the remaining trees all showed the alternative arrangement for this subfamily (Fig. 4b) . That part of the tree obtained by Frost el al. (1991: Fig. 9 ) for the Galericinae is illustrated as part of Fig. 4a . The strict consensus tree (see Fig. 5 The terminology for this character is confusing. Frost et al. (1991) used the name ophthalmic foramen (which they attributed to Butler (1948) although this name could not be found in this paper), but Gould (1995: character 19) [5.1] Location of the anterior palatine foramina: (0) at the maxilla/ palatine suture; ( 1 ) anterior to the maxilla/palatine suture. CI 0.500.
Shown only in DELTRAN, homoplasious with Echinosorex and
Podogymnura.
[17.1] Anterior process of alisphenoid: (0) absent; (1) present. CI 0.500. Homoplasious with Erinaceinae. This character, defined as a narrow, fusiform anterior process of the orbital wing of the alisphenoid is, according to Frost et al. (1991) , related to the location of the sphenopalatine foramen and involved with shortening of the orbitotemporal region. Gould (1995) commented that the relative position of the suboptic foramen (her character 21 scored thus: (0) anterior to the sphenorbital fissure; ( 1 ) present in the medial wall of the sphenorbital fissure; (2) present in the medial wall of the sphenorbital fissure but hidden within the fissure) seems to be related to the shortening of the skull in erinaceids. As the skull shortens, the alisphenoid overlaps the orbitosphenoid, creating a strong alisphenoid wing [character 17 of Frost et al. (1991) and Gould ( 1995) 1, the degree of overlap seems to be directly related to the visibility of the suboptic foramen from lateral view and, as pointed out by Butler (1948) 
